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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 10/24/2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that Majeti fails to teach " receiving, by the server system, a 
selection to buy an upgrade media feature for a programming transmission ". 

Applicant further notes that the information is transmitted to the user in tandem with a 
cable television signal, but one of ordinary skill in the art would never construe such 
data as an upgraded media feature for a programming transmission as it is neither 
related to, nor for, the programming transmission. The Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

The claim limitations are broad and do not recite that the upgraded media feature 
is related to the programming transmission. The claim limitations only recite that the 
upgraded media feature is for a programming transmission. As cited in the previous 
Office Action, Majeti teaches transmitting the upgraded media feature with additional 
television programming (see Column 9, Lines 40-46 of Majeti for transmitting the 
requested information with additional television programming, which is a 
programming transmission). The Examiner further notes that even if the claims 
recited that the upgraded media feature is related to the programming transmission that 
this recitation is still broad and that by transmitting the upgraded media feature of Majeti 
with television programming, Majeti teaches a relation between the upgraded media 
feature and the programming transmission. 
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Applicant further notes that as further evidence of this non-existent relationship, 
Majeti teaches that information provided by the ESP(s) is split from the cable television 
signal and sent to a personal computer. The Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

The claim limitations are broad and do not distinguish any difference between 
receiving information by both a personal computer and a television receiver. The claims 
only recite a client system , where Majeti teaches a client system 20 in Figure 1 . Again, 
see the Examiner's rebuttal above for the Examiner's interpretation for the upgraded 
media feature being for a programming transmission, by transmitting the upgraded 
media feature with television programming. 

Applicant also argues Rothblatt fails to cure this deficiency noted above. See the 
Examiner's rebuttal above for Majeti teaching the claim limitations. 

Applicant also argues that Majeti and Rothblatt also fail to teach or suggest that 
the feature of automatically coordinating provision, by the server system, of the 
upgraded media feature for the programming transmission, the programming 
transmission and upgraded media feature to be provided from the one programming 
transmission source to the client system via a third communication media. The 
Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

The claim limitations are broad and only recite that, "the programming 
transmission AND upgraded media feature to be provided from the one 
programming transmission source to the client system via a third communication 
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media". The claims do not positively recite that both the programming transmission and 
the upgraded media feature are to be provided from the one programming transmission 
source , the Examiner has interpreted the claim as only the "upgraded media feature" 
being provided from the one programming transmission source, because the claim 
limitation "to be" is unclear in regards to the upgraded media feature being provided 
from the one programming transmission source or both the programming transmission 
source and the upgraded media feature being provided from the one programming 
transmission source. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-6, 8-16, 18-20 and 25-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Majeti et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,512,935) in view of Rothblatt (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,105,060). 

Referring to claim 1 , Majeti discloses receiving, by a server system (see server 
18 in Figure 1), a request to receive an upgraded media feature for a programming 
transmission from a client system via a first communication media (see Figure 1 and 
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Column 3, Lines 29-42 for a client system requesting content from "enhanced 
service providers" over a PSTN communications network 24). 

Majeti also discloses automatically coordinating retrieval, by the server system, 
of the upgraded media feature for the programming transmission with one of the 
plurality of programming transmission sources via a second communication media (see 
Figure 1 and Column 3, Lines 42-55 for routing the request over 
telecommunications network 14 and receiving the requested enhanced content 
from the information/enhanced service providers 10A-10N via the 
telecommunications network 14), the first communication media different than the 
second communication media (see Figure 1 for the PSTN network 24 being different 
from the telecommunications network 14). 

Majeti also discloses automatically coordinating provision, by the server system, 
of the upgraded media feature for the programming transmission, the programming and 
the upgraded media feature to be provided from the one programming transmission 
source to the client system via a third communication media (see Figure 1 and Column 
3, Line 55 through Column 4, Line 2 for server/bridging unit 18 transmitting the 
requested enhanced content over distribution head-ends 30A-30N along with 
broadcasted television programming), the third communication media different than 
the first and second communication media (see Figure 1 for the cable distribution 
headends being a different communications media different from the PSTN 
network 24 and telecommunications network 14). 
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Majeti fails to teach that the upgraded media features are purchased by the 

client. 

Rothblatt discloses a backhaul system similar to Majeti that receives requests 
from a client device for supplemental data, wherein the supplemental data is distributed 
over a high speed communication network to the client device (see Figure 1 and 
Column 16, Lines 33-46). Rothblatt further discloses that the client device can 
purchase and be billed for the Internet usage (see Column 16, Lines 46-48). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art, to modify server, as taught by Majeti, to include the accounting 
functionality, as taught by Rothblatt, for the purpose of providing a low-cost user 
terminal that allows user to receive satellite-based direct radio broadcast data (e.g. 
large geographic coverage, good sound quality, high outbound data rates and low cost), 
as well as bi-directional communication for global, portable Internet/WWW access 
capability (see Column 1, Lines 61-67 of Rothblatt) and also allow the system of 
Majeti to generate revenue for the requested supplemental data. 

Referring to claim 2, Majeti also discloses receiving the selection from an 
entertainment system (see Figure 1 for receiving the request from client system 
20), and the programming transmission is provided to the entertainment system with the 
upgraded feature via the third communication media (see again Figure 1 and Column 
3, Line 55 through Column 4, Line 2 for receiving the requested enhanced content 
and television programming from the cable distribution networks 10A-10N). 
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Referring to claim 3, Rothblatt discloses billing, by the server system, the client 
system for services performed by the server system (see the rejection of claim 1). 

Majeti and Rothblatt fail to disclose providing the billing information associated 
with the client system to the programming transmission source that provided the 
programming transmission. 

The examiner takes Official Notice to the fact that programming transmission 
sources are well known in the art to receive additional data or services that have been 
ordered by a client system. 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the programming transmission source, as taught by 
Barker and Rothblatt, to include means for collecting data on what services the client 
system has ordered, for the purpose of allowing a programming transmission source to 
customize commercials or television programs to further target the preferences of a 
viewer. 

Referring to claim 4, Rothblatt discloses that the billing is performed according to 
a billing cycle for transactions during the billing cycle (see Column 16, Lines 46-48 for 
billing a customer according to a monthly billing cycle). 

Referring to claim 5, see the rejection of claims 1 and 4. 
Referring to claim 6, see the rejection of claim 4. 
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Referring to claim 8, see the rejection of claim 1 . 
Referring to claim 9, see the rejection of claims 1 and 4. 
Referring to claim 10, see the rejection of claims 1 and 4. 

Referring to claim 11, Majeti discloses that the programming transmission is an 
audio production (see the rejection of claim 1 and further note that a television 
production inherently contains an accompanying audio production). 

Referring to claim 12, Majeti discloses that the upgraded media feature is a video 
upgrade (see Column 12, Line 58 through Column 13, Line 28). 

Referring to claim 13, Majeti discloses that a transmission source is a cable 
television source (see Figure 1 for transmitting enhanced content and television 
programming through a cable headend 10A). 

Referring to claim 14, see the rejection of claim 1 . 

Referring to claim 15, see the rejection of claim 3. 

Referring to claim 16, see the rejection of claim 5. 

Referring to claim 18, see the rejection of claim 1 . 

Referring to claims 19-20, see the rejection of claims 9-10, respectively. 

Referring to claims 25-26, see the rejection of claim 1 . 
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Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jason P. Salce whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7301 . The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9am-6pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Miller can be reached on (571) 272-7353. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 

you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 

USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 

system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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